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DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions 

1 . Applicant's election without traverse of claims 1-7 in the reply filed on 12/29/06 is 
acknowledged. 

2. Claims 8 and 9 have been withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.142(b) as being drawn to a nonelected invention, there being no allowable 
generic or linking claim. Election was made without traverse in the reply filed on 
12/29/06. 

Claim Rejections • 35 (JSC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

4. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Hagglund 
(3,962,395: figures 1 and 3; column 2, lines 58-68; column 3, lines 23-44 and column 6, 
lines 1-33). 

Hagglund teaches a residual limp holding apparatus comprising: a casing (49), a 
contact member (65 see figure 3 and claim 1) provided in the casing to define a particle 
charge chamber between the contact member and the casing, the contact member 
coming in contact with the residual limb owing to increased particles in the particle 
charge chamber (see figure 3 and claim 1), wherein the casing is formed with a 
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charging hole (see figure 1). The charging hole is the same opening, which allows the 
residual limb to be inserted into the casing. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or(g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a). 

7. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Hagglund 
taken together with Poussou (4,906,425: figures 1-7 and column 5, lines 3-8). 

Hagglund discloses all claimed features except for the particle being a synthetic 

resin. 

Poussou discloses a reconfigurable mold for forming an impression of a foot 
wherein a casing (4) and a flexible membrane (4a) enclose a chamber (4c) that is filled 
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with granular material in the form of plastic microballs. The device uses dilatancy to 
form reconfigurable molds for forming customized impressions. 

It would have been obvious at the time of the invention to one of ordinary skill in 
the art to modify the apparatus of Hagglund by using plastic particles as disclosed by 
Poussou as one of ordinary skill in the art would expect the plastic particles to maintain 
the shape as well as the sand particles used by Hagglund. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

8. Claims 2-5 and 7 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

9. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable subject 
matter: None of the prior art of record teach or suggest an amputate part holding 
apparatus as recited in claim 1 , wherein the apparatus further includes an expander 
member provided in the particle charge chamber for applying additional pressing forces 
to particles charged in the particle charge chamber. Hagglund discloses a particle 
charge chamber that is evacuated to form a mold impression, but the reference does 
not disclose or suggest a pressing member within the charge chamber. In regards to 
claim 4, none of the prior art of record teach or suggest the apparatus of claim 1 
wherein the casing is further formed with a discharging hole, further comprising a 
particle supply unit comprising: a particle storage chamber for storing particles, a 
charging passage for connecting the charging hole of the casing with the particle 
storage chamber and a discharging passage for connecting the discharging hole of the 
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casing with the particle storage chamber. The closest prior art (Luebkeman 2,517,902 
figures 3 and 4) discloses a charge container (34) having a single discharge opening 
(36), but fails to disclose or suggest a container having a charging hole and a 
discharging hole and a particle supply unit having a charging passage and a 
discharging passage which correspond to the charging hole and the discharging hole, 
respectively. 

Conclusion 

10. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. The remaining references illustrate the state of the art of 
reconfigurable molds using particulate material contained by a flexible diaphragm and a 
rigid container. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Robert B. Davis whose telephone number is 571-272- 
1 129. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 9-5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Yogendra Gupta can be reached on 571-272-1316. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Primary Examiner 
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